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* Correlation between CFH and MLS
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* Vertical Range: surface to ~28 km
(surface to ~25 km on ascent)

» Uncertainty: troposphere: > 4% MR
stratosphere: ~ 9 %

* Microprocessor control

* Phase sensitive detector:
electronic sunlight filter

» Weight: ~ 400 gr

* Payloads carry ECC ozone
sonde and Vaisala RS80

» ~ 280 soundings so far
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Transition from 12 leves/decade to 6 leves/decade creates a spike

Tropical upper troposphere (P 2 216 hPa): MLS wetter than CFH, but
very large scatter

Tropical lower TTL (216 hPa > P > 100 hPa): MLS drier than CFH
(-17%x20%)

Tropical tropopause (100 hPa 2 P =2 82 hPa): MLS wetter than CFH
(~ 10%x10%)

Arctic upper troposphere (P =2 216 hPa): MLS drier than CFH (~ -
40%130%)

MLS sensitivity is lower than CFH (about 80%), compensated by
positive offset
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